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Dear

e, 1991 this office received your letter
concerning§ tlckets offered to you

You requested a Board rullng on whether,
under the provisions of the Governmental Ethics
Ordinance, you could accept these tickets. We
thank you for consulting with us on this matter.

After carefully reviewing the facts presented, the
Board determines that while your acceptance of
these tickets is not explicitly prohibited by the
Ordinance, such acceptance would be contrary to
the purpose of the Ordinance because it creates
the appearance of using a public office to obtain
a private gain. The Board believes that conduct
that creates an appearance of impropriety should
be avecided whenever possible. The avoidance of
the appearance of impropriety is one of the
cornerstones of the Ethics Ordinance as set forth
below.

Qur analysis of your case is presented for vyour
review and consideration.

FACTS: VYou hold the pOSltLOn of L

you attended a dlnner

1991,
i - As part of thls

dinner,
guestsg

each o

T was glven a letter
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& G o ask whether you
could accept this offer. You followed up this conversation
with a letter that the Board received on 1991.
This letter set forth your duties as follows

you were al

You also stated in your letter to the Board, "I have no

economic interest in Co. g, hor am I involved in

any requlatory aspect or.deCLSlon”maklng that could affect
co . -

ORDINANCE AND ANALYSIS: The specific provision of the
Governmental Ethics Ordinance that applies to this case is
section 2-156-040(c). It states:

{c) No person who has an economic interest in a specific
City business, service or regulatory transaction shall
give, directly or indirectly, to any City official or
employee whose decision or action may substantially
affect such transaction, or to the spouse or minor child
of such official or employee, and none of them shall
accept, any gift of (i) cash or its equivalent regardless
of value, or (ii) an item or service other than an
occasional one of nominal value (less than $50) provided,
however, nothing herein shall be construed to prohibit
such person from accepting gifts from relatives.

Section 2-156-010(i) of the Ethics Ordinance defines the
phrase "economic interest™ as "any interest valued or capable
of wvaluation in monetary terms . . . ." Subsection (c)
prohibits a City official or employee from accepting gifts
from persons who have an economic interest in a specific
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business, service, or regulatory transaction with the City if
the official or employee is in a position to substantially
affect this transaction.

The preamble of the Ethics Ordinance, in relevant part,
3 states: .

R

WHEREAS, it is essential to the function of democratic
government that the public have confidence in the fair
and honest administration of government; and

E T,

WHEREAS, that confidence can best be engendered and
preserved by the avoidance of conflicts of interest,
impropriety, or the appearance of them; . . . .

The preamble clearly sets forth the purposes and goals of the
Governmental Ethics Ordinance.

According to the information recelved from

ou and your
staff your relatlonshlp w1th CO i 3 FRre

. CONCLUSION: The facts presented indicate that you are not in
a position to substantially affect any specific business,
; serv1ce, or regulatory transaction of the City in which

co. BNl has an economic interest. Therefore, based
upon the facts presented, section 2-156-040 (c¢) of the
Governmental Ethics Ordinance would not expllc1tly prohibit
you from accepting this offer from co. Kl e

However, the Board has serious concerns about the appearance
of 1mpropr1ety that may be created by~pur-@,e_v,h_._,.a*

il ey acceptance of tickets {0 G
a company that has a 51gn1f1cant flnanc1al
relatlonshlp with the City of Chicago. Therefore, although
your acceptance of the gift would not violate any specific
provision of the Ordinance, the Board calls your serious

b,

e P s
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consideration to this appearance of impropriety.’
We enclose a copy of our procedural rules, which we include

with every advisory opinion. If you have any gquestions,
please feel free to contact us,

Sinderely,
|

a1l |HAfe

Chalyman

ration Counsel

meh/91079.A02 .

*  The Board’s opinion is based on the application of the
city’s Governmental Ethics Ordinance to the facts stated in this
opinion. If the facts presented in this opinion are incorrect or
incomplete, please notify the Board immediately, as any change in
the facts may alter our opinion. Other laws or rules may be
applicable to this situation.
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Reconsideration: This advisory opinion is based on the facts
outlined 1n this opinion. If there are additional material facts
or circumstances that were not available to the Board when it
considered this case, you may request reconsideration of the
opinion. A request for reconsideration must {1) be submitted in
writing, (2) explain the material facts or circumstances that are
the basis of the request, and {3) be received by the Board of
Ethics within fifteen days of the date of this opinion.

Reliance: This advisory opinion may be relied upen by (1) any
person involved in the specific transaction or activity with
respect to which this opinion is rendered and (2) any person
involved in any specific transaction or activity that is
indistinguishable in all its material aspects from the transaction
or activity with respect to which the opinion is rendered.




